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- The MAILING DATE of this communication apf^ars on th e cover shoet wiW the corresponaencB address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)l3 This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal n.atte.^ Tsf S G°"2l1 '° " 
' closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle. 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 
1 This Office Action is responsive to the amendment filed on June 1 7, 2002, in which 
Applicant canceled claims 1-5,10,16-18, amended claims 6-9,1 1-13, and added claims 19-36. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed June 17, 2002 have been fully considered but they are not 

persuasive. 

Applicant states "Logos are used in the claims to limit the claims in a functional since". 
However, Applicant fails to demonstrate how the logos are used to patentably distinguish the 
claimed system. 

As per claim 13, Although Zampese discloses . .that this feature of the invention is 
different from assigning a single personal identification number (PIN) or password. . .", 
Applicant's specification indicates that a signature phrase is equivalent to an account code. That 
is, AppUcant states that the account code is a unique number or phrase assigned to the account; 
hence a signature phrase. Therefore, Zampese does utilize an account code for authorization (see 
col. 4, lines 31-40, 62-67; col. 5, lines 3-25). In these sections, the purchaser seeks authorization 
from the account manager; the account manger receives "an account code, a transaction code and 
a request amount. . .", if the account code is valid, the transaction code is verified and if the 
transaction code is valid the transaction is authorized. In contrast, if the account is invahd the 
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transaction is rejected. Further, this process is authorizing the transaction using a signature 

phrase, which is an account code. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
3 The foUowing is a quotation of the second paragraph of 3 5 U. S .C. 1 1 2: 

The speciacation shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his mvention. 

4. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 

invention. 

The steps, which go to make up the method, must be clearly and positively specified. 
The steps must be organized and correlated in such a manner as to present a complete operative 
method. That is, it is unclear what is meant by "to transfomi the signature phrase at the 
customer". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 9, 11 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 6014650 to Zampese in view of U.S. Patent No. 5903878 to Talati et al. 

As per claim 13, Zampese discloses confirming rights in the account by associating an 
account code with an account number associated with the account (see col. 3, lines 38-40, 64-67 
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and CO,. 4. line. 1-7). Although, Zampese docs not .xpHcWy disclose an account number, it Is 
known in the art that ^ account is assigned an identification nutnber. Note. The examiner 
interprets the account code as an account identifier. FurUter, Zantpese discloses "estabUshing an 
account of a potential purchaser, asstgning the purchaser an account code". This method is 
Cuivalent to "associaung an account code with an account numbe.'. Zampese also discloses 
establ^htng a signature phrase for ta.ng ..ed in a plurality of transactions, linking the signature 
phrase to the account number for sue in the transactions (see col. 3. hues 38-48), and extendmg 
rights to the account, normally only assoc^te w,th the account code, to the signature phrase such 
.hat the customer can authorize the transaction made on the account using the signature phrase 
(see col. 4. lines 62-67; col. 5. lines 3-4. 15-17). Zampese does not expressly disclose upon 
indication from the e-commerce merchant that a transaction has initrated. providing an 
authorization form to the customer, the authorization form berng form an enfty separate form the 
e-commerce merchant or receiving the signature phrase fromthe customer tht^ugh a customer 
response to the authorization form. Talati et al. disclose upon indication from the e-commerce 
merchant that a transaction has initiated, providing ^ authonzation form to the customer, the 
authorization fonn being form an en.tty separate form the e-commerce merchant and receiving 
the signature phrase from the customer through a customer response to the authorization form 
(see col. 10, hues 41-67; col. 11, lines 1-2). Note. The CA is the credit authority (see col. 5. line 
56). Also, the examrner interprets the uni,ue transactton identifier as a signature phr^e. As for 
the authonzation form. Talati et al. disclose the e-mail message including confirmation 
formation; an e-ma,, message is an electronic document/font, hence this e-™>U message is 
interpreted as an authorizatton form. At the time the inventton was made, it would have been 
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obvious to a pe^on of ordinaiy skill in the art to modify the method disclose by Zampese to 
include the following steps: upon indication ftom the e-commerce merchant that a transaction 
has initiated, pm^ding an authorization form to the customer, the authorization form being form 
an entity separate fonn the e-commerce merchant and receiving the signature phrase from the 
customer through a customer response to the authorization fontr One of ordinary skill in the ar, 
would have been motivated to do this because it secures the user's account. 

RefetTing to claim 9, Talati et al disclose the method, wherein the authorization form is 
provided to the customer through a network interface (see col. 8, lines 26-29). 

Referring to claim 1 1 , Talati et al. disclose the method, wherein the authorization form 
includes a customer-specific indicator previously provided by the customer to the entity, the 
customer-specific indicator being independent of the merchant (see col. 10, Unes 64-67; col. 11, 
lines 1-2). Talati etal. disclose an authorization form including ". . .randomly generated 
questions on which only the chent has knowledge. . this is therefore an authorization form 
with customer-specific indicator being independent of the merchants. 
7. Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zampese 
and Talati et al. as apphed to claim 13 above, and ftrther in vrew of U.S. Patent No. 5909492 to 
Payne et al. 

Zampese discloses a method for authorizing at tfansaction between a customer and an ^ 
conmerce merchant (see col. 3, lines 64-67, col. 1. Unes 1-2). Zampese does not expressly 
disclose creating a transaction certificate to memorialize a successful authorization, wherein the 
transaction certificate may be provided to the merchant to indicate successful authorization. 
Payne et al. disclose creating a transaction ceriificate to memorialize a successful authorization. 
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wherein the transaction certificate may be provided to the merchant to indicate successful 
authorization (see col. 1 , lines 37-48). At the time the invention was made, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the method disclose by Zampese to 
include creating a transaction certificate to memoriahze a successful authorization, wherein the 
transaction certificate may be provided to the merchant to indicate successful authorization. One 
of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do t his because it informs the consumer 
and the merchant that the transaction was valid (see Payne, col. 1, lines 37-48). 
8. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zampese and 
Talati et al. as applied to claim 13 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6029141 to 
Bezos et al. 

Talati et al. disclose the authorization form (see col. 10, lines 41-67; col. 11, lines 1-2). 
Talati et al. do not expressly disclose the authorization form including a logo identifying the 
merchant. Bezos et al. disclose the authorization form includes a logo identifying the merchant 
(see col. 22, lines 52-55 and fig. 10c, col. 1 of form). At the time the invention was made, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the authorization form 
disclose by Talati et al. to include a logo identifying the merchant. One of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been motivated to do this because it shows the user that he is purchasing from the 
listed merchant. 

9. Claims 19, 21-25, 28-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Talati et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 6327578 to Linehan. 

Talati et al. disclose creating an authorization form at the authorization system, 
displaying the authorization form to the user, receiving an authentication phrase from the user 
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(see col. 10, lines 13-15, 41-67; col. 11, lines 1-2), and verifying that the received authentication 
phrase corresponds to an authentication phrase in the account entry (see col. 7, lines 22-23). 
Note. The CA is the credit authority (see col. 5, line 56). Also, the examiner interprets the 
unique transaction identifier as an authentication phrase. As for displaying the authorization 
form, Talati et al. disclose the e-mail message including confirmation information, an e-mail 
message is an electronic document/form, hence, this e-mail message is interpreted as an 
authorization form; further the user can select "display mail" using a GUI to view the form 
Talati et al. do not expressly disclose receiving, at an authorization system, merchant information 
and account information after a user has initiated at transaction from a merchant, verifying that 
the merchant information corresponds to the merchant and determining whether the account 
information corresponds to an account entry in an authorization database or transferring the user 
to the merchant. Linehan discloses receiving, at an authorization system, merchant information 
and account information after a user has initiated at transaction from a merchant, verifying that 
the merchant information corresponds to the merchant and determining whether the account 
information corresponds to an account entry in an authorization database (see col. 4, lines 19-30; 
col. 7, lines 39-49) and transferring the user to the merchant (see col. 5, lines 54-57), At the time 
the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the method disclose by Talati et al. to include the steps receiving, at an authorization 
system, merchant information and account information after a user has initiated at transaction 
from a merchant, verifying that the merchant information corresponds to the merchant and 
determining whether the account information corresponds to an account entry in an authorization 



Page 8 

Application/Control Number: 09/427,968 
Art Unit: 3621 

database. One of ordinary skiU in the art would have been motivated to do this because prevents 
unauthorized individuals from using the user's account. 

Referring to claim 19, Talati et al. disclose the authentication phrase is a signature phrase 

(see col. 3, lines 12-19). 

Referting to claim 23, Linehan discloses enabling the user to be transferred to the 

authorization system (see col. 15, lines 17-20). 

Referring to claim 24, Talati et al. disclose forwarding an indication that the transaction is 

verified to the merchant (see col. 3, Unes 49-54). 

Referring to claim 25, Talati et al. disclose the method wherein the same authorization 
system is for verifying different transactions for different merchants (see col. 2, Unes 51-55). 

Referting to claim 28, Talati et al. disclose if signature authorization is to occur, 
preparing an authorization form at the central authorization facility, receiving signature 
authorization from the node through the authorization form, and authorizing the first transaction 
if the signature authorization cortesponds to the first user infortnation (see col. 10, lines 13-15, 
41-67; col. 11, lines 1-2) and indicating the authorization to the first merchant (see col. 3, lines 
49-54). Note. The CA is the credit authority (see col. 5, line 56). Talati et al. do not expressly 
disclose receiving at a central authorization facility, a first merchant information and a first user 
information from a first merchant for a first transaction or verifying from at least one of the first 
merchant information and the first user information whether signature authorization is to occur. 
Linehan discloses receiving at a central authorization facility, a first merchant information and a 
first user infonnation from a merchant for a first transaction, and verifying from at least one of 
the first merchant information and the first user infonnation whether signature authorization is to 
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occur (see col, 4, lines ,9-30; co,. 7. «nes 39-49). At ,he ttae ,he invention was made, it would 
,ave been obvious to a person ot ordinary skill in the a« to nrodify method disclose by Talat. 
e, al. to include the steps receiving at a central authorization facility, a first merchant information 
and a first user information from a merchant for a first transaction, and verifying from at least 
one of the first merchant information and the first user information whether signature 
authonzation is to occur. One of ordtaary skill in the art would have been motivated to do th,s 
because prevents unauthorized individuals from using the user's account 

Referring to claims 29 and 30. Uuehan discloses receivtng at the central authorizat.cn 
facility, merchant information and user information (see col. 4. lines 19-30; col. 7. lines 39-49). 
Unehan does not expressly disclose a second merchant, a second information, user information 
or a second transaction. However, Talat, et al. disclose different transactions for different 
merchants and users (see col. 2, lines 51-55). At the time the invention was made, ,t would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to nidify the n^od disclose by Linehan to 
include a second merchant information, a second user infom^tion and a second transaction and 
.epeathigthesteps b-g for thesecondmerchan..Oneofor.narysk.,Unthe art wouldhave been 

motivated to do this because it provides an interactive system. 

Refe^ing to claims 3 1 and 32, Unehan discloses providing software to the merchant (see 
col. 20, lines 22-28), wherein the software includes a Buy button (see col. 14, lines 23-27). 

Refering to claim 33, TaW et al. disclose the signature authorization is in the form of a 

signature phrase (see col. 3, lines 12-19). 

Retetring to claims 34 and 35, Linehan discloses the first user taformation includes a 
credit card account number (see col. 4. lines 47-51). and the c^tral authorization facility is 
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associated with an issuer of a eredi. card for ,he credit card account nun*er (see col 4, lines 2- 

Refening to claim 36, Talat, et al. disclose the node indicated by the firs, account 
infom^tion is an electronic address for a user who init,ated the tr^saction (see collO, Unes 61- 
67). 

,0 Claim 20 is rejected und« 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over TalaU e. al. and 
Unehan as applred to claim 22 above. »d fcrther in view of U.S. Patent. No. 6233565 to Uwis 

Talati et al. disclose an authorization form including a signature phrase (see col. 10. hnes 
13-15, col. 11, lines 1-2). Talati et al. do not expressly disclose the signature phrase is 
transflrmed by the authorization fom. Uwisetal. disclose hashing a password; hence, 
transforming a s.g^ture form (see col. 22, lines 63-67; col. 23, Unes 1-5; col. 29, lines 49-54). 
At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary sktll ,n 
the art to modify the form disclose by Talati et al. to transform a signanrre phrase. One of 
ordtna^ skill in the an would have been motivated to do this because domg so secures the user's 
signature phrase form unauthorized recipients. 

„. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Talati e, al. and 
Linehan as applied to claim 22 above, and further in view of Bezos et al. 

Bezos e, al. disclose the authorization form includes a logo identifying the merchant (see 
col. 22, lines 52-55 and fig 10c, col. 1 of form). A, the time the invention was made, it would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinal skill in the an to modify the logo dtsclosed by Bezos 
et al. to identify the authorization system. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
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™,iva.ed to do this because i. shows the user .ha. his .ransacion is tog autod by fte 

company logo displayed. 

Conclusion 

,2. Applica-fs amendment necessitated the new ground(s) otrejeCion presented in this 
Offceaction^ Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37.CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the marling date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the maiUng date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed utttil after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened smtutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
exammer should be directed to Jalatee Worjloh whose telephone number is 703-305-0057. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mondays-Thursdays 8:30 - 7:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on 703-305-9768. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this appHcat.on or proceeding . assigned are 703-305-7687 for regular 
communications and 703-305-7687 for After Final communications. 



Application/Control Number: 09/427,968 *^age j 

Art Unit: 3621 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-1 113. 
Any response to this action should be mailed to: Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, DC 20231. 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park 5, 2451 Crystal Drive, 

Arlington, V.A., Seventh floor receptionist. 




August 1, 2002 



